
SOOO Timber Ridge Road • Marietta, Georgia 30068 • 640-4808

PTA
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M StreetNW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

RE: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing.:o voice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper, demonstrate overwhelming parental preference for a rating system that provides infonnation to parents
about the content ofprograms. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based on program content information. Any rating system without
content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to aUow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

_~O~_~4--~-----(1
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content descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV schedules, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system meets the statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this system does so, and therefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as proposed by the TV Rating Implementation Group. Instead, I
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frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if it meets the needs
ofparents.
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March 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Skillin Elementary School PTA in
South Portland, ME to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating systems presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.
The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:
* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity), and L(for
language)~

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;
* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program~

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents~ and
*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determined if it meets the needs of parents.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.
Sincerely,



• March 1997

ChaIrman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and ConunIssIoners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lacq! !?;-d (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and JIVorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the scn:en and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the FCC
,hould accept no rating system that does not include content information about progratnS such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receIve more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen. and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it Iueets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunitY to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

SinCereIY~Ad...!II~.

Your Name I. ' I. JI';Y
~ ',,, r. 'f(fY) I /

Town, State )L/ 'J '



March 18. 1997

Chainnan Reed Hunt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.. Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Arundel PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the 'IV Rating Implementation Group. on
January 17.1997. The rating symbol on the 1V screen does not provide sufllcient content infonnation
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate 1V programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents infonnation about the content of programs were conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the 1V
industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content mfonnation about the program. Any rating system Without content deSCriptions on
the screen and publiciZed in periodicals that cany 1V scheduling is useless.
The FCC. by law. is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe the system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead. we request the folloWing:

• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about programs such
as V (for violence). S (for sexual depiction and nudity). and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the 'IV screen be made larger. more prominently places on the screen. and
appear more frequently dUring the course of a program:

* That the rating board be independent of the industIy and the FCC and that it include parents: and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detennine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and fam1l1es.

Sincerely.



March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket NQ. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Helen Keller Junior High School PTA of Schaumburg, Illinois to voice
my opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents may
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, Us. News (lI1d 'Forld Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make these choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
TelecOlmnunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead r request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content infonnation about programs. such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently displayed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of the program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to ~hildren and families.

Sincerely,



~

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am mother of 4 children, ages 13,11,9 and 7. Previewing shows on TV is
very difficult and time consuming. I have watched PG-l 3 shows that I
found not appropriate for my 13 year old. On the other hand, I have
allowed them to see some R rated historically accurate movies, such as
The Last of the Mohicans.

r -

Your idea of age appropriate may not be mine. I am interested in content.
I want to know if there is sexual encounters and bad language or violence
in a show. So be specific. V, S or L labeling for violence, sex and bad
language help me} as their mothe~ decide what is age appropriate.

Please listen to parents! The ratings are to help us decide what is
appropriate for our children, regardless of their age.

;;;;L~
I'ta;~ha Bentley

Gilbertsville, Pa.



March 1997 ----Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Gardens Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the v­
chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents wants to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without the content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling
is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Debbie L. Armstrong
Pasadena, Texas



---March 12, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.,Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing this on behalf of the National PTA and the Kansas state PTA to voice my opposition
to the v-ehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on Jamuary 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV Industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Ani rating systemwithout content discriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC,by Iaw,is required to deterimine whether the industry's rating system has met satatuary
requirements of the telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve this rating system. Instead, I request the follaNing:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about the program
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity),and L (for langaugage);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to recieve more
than one rating system;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluted by independent research to deterimine
if it meets the needs of parents;

* That commerials that include sexual and violent acts not be put on during childrens Grated
programs, and that their be more channels for G rated and family viewing made available.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Thomas and Jodi Ferro
Overland Park, Kansas



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

March 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Collinsville Council to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Repolt, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language);

*That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents;and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~~
I
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March 12, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:,

RE; CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Pennsylvania PTA and also as a concerned parent to
voice my opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide suf­
ficient content information so that parents can make the decision as to whether it is appropriate for
their children to view. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent pre­
ference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were con­
ducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their vchildren. Parents would like to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system with out con­
tent descriptions on the screen or in TV scheduling listings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is reqUired to determine whether the industry'S rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'S rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as
V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to recieve more than one
rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program:

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and



That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

,
,.------------------~'-~. --_.

I

I

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely

Robin Crow
Charleroi, PA
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
l:/o federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and ConunlsslOners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 "

I am (~C arc) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ocal, council, di!i-
trict. or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip ratmg sys mas ented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parent.1Ii can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this faIl which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies CenterIRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret ~hat is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicizt:d in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating systt:rn has met statutory
requirements of the Tclecolllffiunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Furth~t. the FCC
,hould accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receIve more than
one raring system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating ~ystem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunitY to conunent on an issue so important to children and families.

EXECUTIVE OFFICI' SUITE 405. ROlAND/CONT .NTAL PLAZA. 3250 MAFW STREET. MIAMI. FLORIDA 3.113.1. <.3051445·5612
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March 15, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
% Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, Ohio PTA and Central Intermediate PTA to
express my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. This symbol does not provide
sufficient content information to allow parents to make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this past fall
strongly indicated parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of the programs. These surveys were conducted by the National PTA
U.S. Nelt,s and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the
television industry interpreting what is best for their children. Parents want to make these
choices themselves based on content information about the program. A rating system
without this content information is useless.

The FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. It is my belief that this system does
not meet this requirement and request that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. The following is a suggested substitution:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V, S, and L (violence, sexual, language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it



include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
r~s~arch to d~t~rmin~ if it m~~ts th~ n~~ds of par~nts.

I would lik~ to tak~ this opportunity to thank you for this opportunity to present my vi~ws

to you on an issue that is very important to my family as well as many other families and
ehildren.

Kind~st r~gards,

~(;r/('~
JudyMack~y

1513 Highpoint Drive
Newark, OH 43055



3393 Fiddlers Green Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45248
March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Hamilton County, Ohio PTA
to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate television programming
for their children. Major surveys released this Fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the context of programs were conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. World and News Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the television industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions
on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry television scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do
not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language.)

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system.



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
March 17, 1997
Page Two

• That the rating icon on the television screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the
course of a program ... and perhaps be shown throughout the entire
program.

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that
it include parents.

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

#~I!" J~~ J:kw.71IJ--,t-,i.
Helen K. Hoffmann

Ihkh

cc Ms. Joan Dykstra (President, National PTA)
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Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97.55, FCC 97.]4

We are writing to you as parents who care deeply about the minds and hearts of our own two
boys as well as the millions of other children across our nation. We want to let you know
about our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
1V Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.

We agree with the National PTA as well as our own county school PTA organizations
that the rating symbol on the 1V screen does not provided sufficient content information
regarding the programs. As parents, we are sure you will understand that WE have the
responsibility to choose for our children and therefore need a more specific rating system
with content descriptions in order to determine what WE believe our children should watch.
We would like to quote from a letter shared with us from Joan M. Dykstra, National PTA
President, which describes what we request be done in order that parents be the decision
makers for their children's 1V viewing.

"lbat under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for Language;

"lbat the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

"That the rating icon on the 1V screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;
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"That the rating board. be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

"That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to detennine if it meets the needs of parents."

We trust you will do what is best for our children as they are the future of our nation.
We believe that we all desetVe to have the infonnation we need to make decisions for our
own families. Thank you for your time and consideration of our requests.

Sincerely,

cc: Joan M. Dykstra

Jeny L. Williams

fj~;(. I7'ltu~
F~ces A. Williams

q,1a"~ a.w~~
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

, , '"J ...

, .:.", :···.~.j·iL

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the~El P(e;.dr.pl f?Xlbcal, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,~ (1'~~
Your Name I , h
Town, State H (0 rn L L



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the~ Aca,(j;Q! Oocal, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W:, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the SF- P PTA (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the. following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

h
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I am (we are) writing on behalf of t e NatIon an t e- \>ocal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the fCC not approve, the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prorninently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,~~1J-1Y)~
Your Name -r(
Town, State GH.. y\ L .. Her>:>",-.\- Mv\'-l-\ot"vs<.:
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